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complained to the empress that because of the pressure of official engagements the time left for visits of an educational character was so short as to render them tiresome and useless. Unlike his father, Alexander was called before his accession to take an active part in government. He held various military commands, was a member of the State Council (from 1840) and of the committee of ministers (from 1842), and during Nicholas's absences he acted as his deputy.
The nebulous, sentimental humanitarianism of Zhukovsky left little imprint on his pupil's character, except perhaps in fostering public display of his emotions, accompanied at times by copious tears. During the War of 1877-1878 Alexander wished to relieve the sufferings of the wounded by attending them as a male nurse (brat miloserdiict). Though these manifestations of imperial tender-heartedness greatly impressed his official biographers, they did not prevent the tsar from maintaining a police regime of extreme severity and from sending thousands of people into exile without even the formality of a trial. Unwillingness to face obstacles and a tendency to follow the line of least resistance, noted by his devoted governor Captain Charles Merder as early as 1831, were perhaps Alexander's outstanding traits. He seldom showed leadership (his initiative in pressing the cause of emancipation in 1856 was one of the rare exceptions), and he exercised his. influence over the destinies of Russia chiefly through the selection of his advisers; the uncertainty as to his personal views is made all the greater by his practice of maintaining in responsible offices, simultaneously and for years, men whose opinions and policies were irreconcilably opposed (for instance, the liberal Dimitry Miliutin and the reactionary Count Dimitry Tolstoy). Although Alexander's political philosophy, to quote Presniakov, eludes precise definition, there is much evidence to show that he was an admirer of the quasi-dictatorial regime instituted by Nicholas, and shared the latter's predilection for autocratic and bureaucratic methods. The nobility and other groups were consulted on some aspects of the reform, but decisions were invariably made by bureaucratic agencies and tended to perpetuate administrative tutelage. There is no justification, moreover, for the traditional division of Alexander's reign into two parts: the era of liberal reforms ending in 1866, when the first attempt against his life was made, and that of reaction following this date; both liberal and reactionary tendencies manifested themselves in varying degrees throughout the entire period.